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relating to the 7dolatry of the Church of Rome. 


He words of the Teſt, that belong 

to this point , are theſe, The In- 
vocation or Adoration of the Virgin 

. Mary , or any other Saint , and the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs, as they are now uſed in 
the Church of Rome , are Superſlitious and 
Idolatrous : Upon which our Author fa- 
', ſtens this Cenſure, ,, that ſince by this the 
» Church ot Rome is charged with Idolatry , 
» which both forſeits mens Lives here, and 
,, their Salvation hereafter, according to the 
, expreſs words of Scripture, itis a damna- 
» ble piece of Cruelty and Uncharitableneſs 
to load them with this charge , if they 
»are notguilry ofit : and upon this he goes 
,toclear them of it, not only in the two 
» Articles mentioned in the Teft, the Wor- 
»$Ship of Saints , and the Sacrifice of the 
» Maſs , but that his Apology might be com 
Q»pleat , he takes ,in, and indeed Infiſts 
1» Chiefly , on the Worship of Images , tho 
» that 1s not at all mentioned in the 'Teft. 
» He brings a great many quotations out 
» of the Old Teſtament , tO s$hew the Idolatry 
»Prohibited in it , was the Worshipping 
» the Sun, Moon and Stars, or the making 
»an Image to reſemble the Divine'Eſſence, 
»: upon which he preduces alſo ſome other 
» Authorities: And inthis conſiſts the ſub- 
{tance of his Plea for the Church of Rome. 
But upon all this -he ought to have re- 
tracted both the Licenſe that himſelfgave 
ſome years ago , to Dr. Stillingfleets Book 
Of the Idolatry of the Church of Rome, and his 
own haſty aſſertion in condemning both 
Turk and Papiſt as guilty of Idolatry; the one 
for worshipping a leud Impoſtor z and the other 


for Worshipping a ſenſeleſs piece of matter. Tt 
ſeems he is now convinced , that the latter 
part of this charge that talls on the Papiſts, 
was asfalſe, as the former that falls on the 
Turks certainly is; for they never Wor- 
Shipped Mahomet , but hold him only in 
high Reverence, as an Extraordinary Pro- 
pher , .asthe Fews do Moſes, Itis very like 
that if the Turks had taken Vienna, he would 
have retracted that, as he has now in ef- 
fect done the other : for I believe he is in 
the ſame diſpoſition to reconcile himfelf 
to the Mufti, and the Pope: butthe -Otro- 
man Empire is now as low as Popery is 
high : ſo he will brave the Turk {till to 
his teeth, tho hedid him wrong, and will 
bumble himſelf to the Papiſt >, tho he did 
him nothing but right: but now I take 
leave of the man , and will confine my 
ſelf Hit to the matter that'is before me ; 
And. 

1. How guilty ſoever the Church of 
Rome is of 1dolatry, yet the Teft does not 
plainly aſſert that: for there is as great a 
difference between Idolatrous and Idolatry » 
as there is in Law between what is Trea- 


ſonable and what is Far ww The one Im- 


ports only a Worship that is conformable 
to Idolatry , and that has a tendency to it: 
wheras the other is rhe plain {fin it elf; 
there is alſo a great difference , between 
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what is now uſed in that Church , and the 


Explanations that ſome of their Doctors 
give of that uſage. We are to take the 
uſage of the Church of Rome from her 
Publick Offices » and her authoriſed pra- 
Rices ; fo that it theſe have a Conformity 

A to 


to Idolatry, anda tendency toit, then the 
words of the Teft are juſtified, what ſenſe 
ſoever ſome learned men among them 
may put on theſe Offices and Prafices, ther- 
fore the Teft may be well maintained, even 
tho we should acknowledg that the Church 
of Rome was not guilty ot Idolatry. 

II, It Idolatry was a Crime punishable 
by Death under the Old Teftament , that 
does not at all concern us : nor does the 
Charge of 1dolatry authoriſe the people to 
kill all Idolaters : unleſs our Author can 
prove , that we believe our ſelves to be 
under all the Political and Judiciary Pre- 
Ccepts of the Law of Moſes : andeven among 
the Zews the execution of that ſevere Law , 
belonged either to the Magiſtrate , or to 
ſome authoriſed and Inſpired perſon , who 
as a Zealot might execute the Law, when 
the Magiſtrate was wanting to his duty. 

o that this was writ Invidiouſly, only as 
it ſeems to Inflame the Papiſe the more 
5jol us. Burt the ſame Calvinift Prince, 
that has exprefſed ſo juſt an averſion to 
the repealing the Teft, hasatthe ſame time 
shewed ſo mercitull an Inclination towards 
the Ro. Cathalicks , that of all the Reproa- 
ches in the World , one that intended ro 
RFA, for that Religion ought to haye ayoi- 

ed the mentioning of Blood or Cruelty 

vi the greateſt care. 

I. Ir is true , we cannot help belie- 
ving that Idolatry is a damnable fin, that 
sbuts men out of the Kingdom of Heaven : 
and if every fin in whicha man dies without 


repentance , does it, much mare this, which 


is one of the greateſt of all ſins, But yer 
after all, there is Mercy for Sins of Ignorance , 

on mens general repentance ; and there- 
ore fince God alone knows the degrees of 
mens knowledge and of their Ignorance , 
and how far it 1s either Afﬀe&ed on the one 
hand, or Invincible on the other ; we do 
not take, upon us to enter into, Gods Se- 
crets, orto Judg of the Salvation or Dam- 
nation of particular perſons ; nor muſt we 
be byafſed in our Enquiry into the nature 
of any ſin, either by a fond regard to the 
ſtate of our Anceſtors, or by the due re- 
ſpe& that we owe to thoſe who are over 
us in Civil matters, In this caſe things are 


(2) 


what God has declared them to be : We 
can neither make them Setter nor worſe 


chan he has made them: and weare only 
to Judge o&things, A perlons tothe 
mercitul as well as the juft and dreadfyl 


judgment of God. _. 

IV, All thetir that our Author kerpy 
with the examining of the Idolatry com. 
mitted by the Few: , yader the Old Tejja- 
went, {uppoling it were all true, will ſerye 
no more for acquitting the Church of Rome, 
than a Plea would ayaila Criminal , who 
werearraigned of high Treaſon tor Coyning 
Money or for Counterfeiting theK ings Seal, 
in which one $hould ſet torth that Hh 
Treaſon wasthe Murdering the King , or the 
levying war againſt him , and that therefore 
the Criminal who was guilty of neither of 
theſe two , ought fo be acquitted. 149 at; 
as well as Treafon is a Comprehenſive No. 
tron, and has many different branches: {© 
that tho che Worshipping the Hoſt of 
heaven , or the Worshipping an [mage as 
a reſemblance of the Divinity , may be ac- 
knowledged to be the higheſt deprees ct 
Iolatry , yet many other corrupttons in the 
Worship of God are juſtly reducible ro it, 
and may be termed not only Idolatrous but 
1dolatry it felt. 

V. Our Saviour in his ſermon on the 
Mount has shewed us how many fins are 
reducible to the lecond Table of the Law, 
beſides thoſe of Murder, Adultery , &c. that 
are expreſſly named in it : and thothe 7ews 
in that time having delivered themſelves « 
entirely from the {in of 1dolatry, to which 
their Fathers wereſo prone, gave him no 
occaſion of commenting on the firſt and 
ſecond Commandment, yet by the parity 
of things we may conclude, that many ſins 
are reducible to them , beſides thoſe that 
are expreſſely named. And tho we have 
not ſo compleat a Hiſtpry of the 14olatry 
of the Neighbouring Nations to Iuzea, 
before rhe Pivits , yet we do certainly 
know what was the Idolatry of which the 
Greeks and Romans were guilty when the 
New Teſtament 'was writ. And tho the 
greateſt part of the New Teſtament is writ- 
ten chiefly with relation to the Fews, whole 


treedom trom Idolatry gaveno occaftion 19 
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ercat of it , yetin thoſe few paſſapes which 
relate tothe Heathen Idolatryrhen on foot, 
the holy Writers retain the ſeme phraſes 
and ſtile, that were uſed: in the Old Tefla- 
ment : which gives us juſt reafon to believe, 
chat the Idolarry was upon the matter and 
in its main ſtrokes the ſame under both: 
and if ſo, then we havea door opened to 
us to: diſcover all our Authors falle Reaſo- 
nings : and u this dilcovery we ghall 
find that all the Inſpired Writers charged 
the Heathen Worsbip with Idolatry , not 
ſo mach with relation to the gloſſes that 
Philoſophers and other political men mighr 
put on their Rytesz but with: relation to the 
practice-in it (elf, 

VI. But fince- Idoletry is a fin againſt a 
moral and unchangeable Law, letus tate 
the True Notion of the right Worship of 
God, and by Conſequence of Idolatry ( tho 
this is done with that exactneſs by the wor- 
thy Maſter of the Temple , that it should 
make a man affraid-to come after him. ) 
Our Ideas of God ,. and the homage of 
Worship and ſervice that we offer up pur- 
ſuant co theſe, are not only to be conhde- 
red as they are juſt thoughts of God and 
Acts ſuteable to thoſe thoughts, but asthey 
are [ceas that tend both to elevate and pu- 
rifie our own natures : for the thoughts ot 
God are the ſeeds of all truth and Vertue 
in us, which being deeply rooted in us, 
make us become ay er" to the Divine 
Nature. So that the (in of Idolatry conſiſts in 
this, that our Ideas of God being corrup- 
ted , he iseither detrauded of that honour, 
which , tho due to him , 1s transferred to 
another, or is Dishonoured by a Worship 
that is unſureableto his nature ; and we alſo 
by forming, wrong - Ideas of the object of 

our Worship,, become corrupted by them. 
| Nothing raiſes the ſoul of man more than 
ſublime thoughts of God's Greatneſs and 
Glory: and nothing perfeCts' itmore; than 
jut notions of his-wildom and goodneſs, 
On: the Contrary , nothing-.debaſes our 
natures more , than the offering our Wor- 
Ship and Service to 4- being that is:low and 
unworthy ot it : or the depreſſing the ſu- 
pream Being'in_our thoughts or Worship 
to ſomewhat that is like - our: ſelves; or 


* 


efign of true 
ligion being the forming in us ſuch no- 
tions as may exalcand ſanCtify our natures, 
as well as the raifing a Tribute to the Au- 
thor of our being , that is in ſome ſort 
worthy of him , the fin of Idolatry is 
upon this account chiefly forbidden in 
ſcripture becauſe it corrupts our [deas of 
God, and by a natural tendency this muft 
likewiſe corrupt our natures, when we 
either raife pan Idol fo tar in ourthoughts, 
as to fancy ita God, or depreſs God fo far 
as to make him an Idol; for theſe two Spe- 
cies of Idolatry, have both the ſame e 
on us. And asa wound in a mans vitals, is 
much more deſtructive, than any_ how 
deep and dangerous foever, that is in his 
limbs; fiance itispoſhible for him to recover 
of the one, but not of the other; ſo Ido- 
latry corrupts Religion in its ſource, Thus 
Idolatry in its moral and unchangeable na- 
ture is the honouring any Creature as a 
God , or the Imagining that God is fuch 
a being as the other Creatures are : and 
this had been a fin tho no Law againſt ir 
had ever been given to mankind ,; but the 
light and law of nature. Re 
VII. But after all this, there are different 
degrees in this ſin;for the true notion of God 
being this, that he comprehends all per- 
fections in his eflence ; the aſcribing all 
theſe to'a Creature , is the higheſt degree 
of Idolatry : but the aſcribing any one of 
theſe Infinite perfeCtions, or ( which is 
all one with relation to our ations, ) the 
doing any thing which Imports or is under- 
ſtood to Import it , is likewiſe Idolatry , tho 
of a lower degree of guilt ; ſo likewiſe the 
Imagining that the true God is no other 
then as an [dol repreſents him to be, isthe 
higheſt degree of the other ſpecies of Ido- 
latry z but the conceiving him as having a 
Body in which his Eternal mind dwells, or 
fancying that any ſtrange vertue from him 
dwells in any Body to ſuch a degree, asto 
make that Body the proper object of Wor- 
Ship , unleſs he has aſſured us rhat he isrea)l 
united to that Body , and dwells in it , whic 
was the caſe of the Cloud of Glory under the 
Ot4 Teftament, and much more of the 
humane nature of Chrift under the new, this 
A 2 Tn 


3) | 
pete worle. Therfote thed 
e 


—_ 


( 
is likewiſe 1dolatry, For in all theſe, it 1s 
plain that the true Ideas of God and the 
principles of Religion are corrupted.” 

V4ll. There are two principles in the 
nature. of man that make him very apt to 
fall into Idolatry , either inward or outward. 
The firſt is the weakneſs of moſt peoples 
minds, which are ſo ſunk into groſs phan- 
taſns and ſenſible objects , that they are 
ſcarce capable to raiſe their thoughts to 
pure and ſpiritual ldeas: and therfore they 
are apt either to forget Religion quite, or 
to entertain it by objects that are viſible 
and ſenſible : the other is, that mens appe- 
titres and paſſions being for the moſt part too 
ſtrong for them , and theſe not being re- 
concilable to the true [deas of a pureand 
Spiritual eſſence , they are eaſily diſpoſed 
to embrace ſuch notions of God as may 
live more peaccably with their vices: and 
ſo they hope by a protuſion of expence and 


honour, or of fury and rage, which they 


Imploy in the Worship of an Imaginary 
Deity , to purchaſe their pardons, and to 
compenſate for their other crimes, if not 
to authoriſe them. 

Theſe two principles, that are ſo rooted 
in our frail and corrupt natures , being 
wrought on, by the craft and authority 
of ambitious and covetous men, who are 
never wanting in all Ages and Nations, 
have brought forth all that Idolatry , that 
has appeared in ſo many different shapes, 
upanddown the World, and has been di- 
verhfied - according to the various tem- 
pers, accidents and Conſtitutions of theſe- 
veral Nations and Ages of the World. 

IX. I now come to examine the begin- 
nings of Idolatry, as they are repreſented ro 
us in the ſcriprure, in which it will appear, 
that our Authors account of it shews him 
guilty , either of great Ignorance , or of 
that which is worſe, He pretends, that the 
-» firſt plain Intimation , that we have of it 
»» in Paleftin, is when Facob after his conver- 
», lation with the Schichemites, commanded 
»» his family to pur away their Srrange Gods. 
Wheras we havean earlier and more'parti- 
cular account of thoſe Strange Gods in the 
fame book of Geneſis, Chap. 31. where when 
J «cob fled away from Laban, it is ſaid, yer.19. 


d 


phim : and theſe are afterwards called by 


that Rachel ſtole her fathers Images or Tera- 
Laban his Gods, ver. 30: and theſe very Ima- 


ges are called by 7orhua 24. v. 2. Strange 


Gods : ſo that the Strange Gods , from whic 
Facob cleanſed his family » Gen, 35- V. 2, 
were no other than the Teraphin , and that 
in the Teraphim, we areto ſeek for the true 
Original of Idolatry , and for the ſenſe of the 
phraſe of other Gods or Strange Gods , which 
1s indeed the true key to this whole matter. 
Theſe were little ſtatues , ſuch as the 
Dii layes or Penates were afterwards among 
the Romans or the Pagods now in the Eaft, 
in which it was believed, that there was . 
ſuch a divine vertue shut up, that the 146. 
latersexpected protection from them. And 
as people in all times are apt to truſt to 
charms , ſo thoſe who pretended to chain 
down the divine [nfluences to thoſe Images, 
had here a great occalion given them to 
deceive the World; of this ſort was the 
Palladium of Troy and the Antille ot Rome, 
And this gave the riſe to all the cheats of 
Telesmes and Talismans that came afterwards. 
Theſe were of different figures : and fince 
our Author confefles p. 124, that Cherubim 
and Teraphim are ſometimes uſed promiſcu- 
ouſly for one another , it is probable that 
the figure of both was the ſame; and 
ſince 1t 1s plain from Ezekiel that the Che- 
rubim reſembled a Calf (Compare Ezeh, ch 
I. v. 10. With Ch. Io. v. 14. where what is 
called in the firſt the face of an Ox, is cai- 
led in theother the face of a Cherub.) from 
hence it is probable that the. Teraphim , or 
at leaſt ſome of them , - were of the ſame 
figure, In theſe it was alſo believed, thar 
there were different degrees of charms: ſome 
were believed ſtronger than others : 
that probably Pharaoh thought that Moſes 
and Aaron had a Terephim of greater vertue 
than his Magicians had, which is the clea- 
reſt account that I know of his hardening 
his heart againſt ſo many Miracles : and 
thisalſfo ſeems to be the firſt occafion of the 
phraſe of the Gods of the ng Nations and 
of ſome being ſtronger than other : that is, 
the Teraphim of the one were believed to 
have a higher degree of enchantment in 
them , than the others had. , 
This 


yons golden Calf, and of the terms of graved or 
carved Images in 4he 24 Commandment, and 
eyen of the other Gods in the firſt Commandment: 
for we have ſeen that both' in the ſtile of Mo- 
ſes and Joshus the Images were thoſe Teraphim, 
which they alſo called frame Gods. When the 
Kr gas thought that Moſes had forſaken them, 
ey came to Aaron deſiring him to make them 
gods, that is , Teraphims ; yet they preſcribed no 
form tohim, but left that wholly to him: and 
ſo the dream of their fondneſs ad the Egyptian 
Idolatry vanishes: forit was 4arons choice that 
made it a we 4 : | Fromm. he had ſeen the Divine 
Glory, asa cloud between the Cherubims when 
he went up into the mountain Ex. 24. v. 9, 10. 
for a Pattern being shewed to Moſes of the Ta- 
bernacle that he was to make , it is probable 
Aaron ſaw that likewiſe, and this might diſpoſe 
him to giye them a Seraphim, in that figure: this 
is alſo the moſt probable account both of the 
Calves of Dan and Bethel ſet up by Jeroboam , 
andalſo of the Iſraelites Worshipping the Ephod 
that Gideon made Jud. 8. 27. of bo Idolatry of 
Micah and the Denites who robbed him Jad. 17. 
18. and of the Iſraelites offering Incenſe to the 
Braſen Serpent, 2 Kings 18. 4 which ſeemed to 
have all the ſolemnities of a Teraphim init: ſo 
that it is plain, the greateſt part of the Idolatry 
under the Old Teſtament was the Worship of the 
Teraphim. _ ; 
X. But to compleat this Argument with re- 
lation to the preſent point, it isno leſs plain, 
that the true Jehovah was W orshipped in thoſe 
Teraphim. To begin with the firſt. It is clear 
that Laban in the Covenant that he made.with 
Jacob, appeals:not only to the God of Abrabam, 
Gen. 31. v. 53.;but likewiſe to Jebovah v.49, 
for tho 'that name was not then known , yet 
Moſes by ufing it on that occaſion , shews us 
plainly that Laban was a W orshipper of the 
true God. Aarou shewes the ſame by Intima- 
ting that feaſt, which he appointed to Jehowab, 
Exod. 32... ( which our Author thought not 
fit to mention ) the people allo by calling theſe 
v. 4. the Gods that brought them out of Egypt, Shew 
that they had no thoughts of the Egyptian Idola- 
#ry : but they believed: that Moſes had carried 
away the Tergphim , in the vertue of which it 
ſeems they fancied that he had wrought his 
miracles, and that Aaron, who they belieyed 
knew the ſecret, had made. them new ones: 
and this is the moſt probable account of their 


Joy in celebrating that feaſt.' And as for Jero-- 


fem , the caſe {eexus ro. be plainly the ſame ; 


( 
This then leads us to the right notion of 44- , 


is made the people believe that the Teraphins 
which he gave them in Dan and Bethel, were 
as good as thoſe that were at Jeruſulem. For as 
his deſig was no other than to hinder their 
poing thither, 1 Kings 12. v. 27. ſo itis not like- 
y , that either he would , or durſt venture 
upon a total change of their Religion : or 
that it could have paſled ſo eaſily with the peo- 
ple ; whereas the other had nothing extraordi- 
nary init. It is alſo plain, that as J eroboam cal- 
led the calves the Gods that brought them out of 
Egypt, v. 28. ſohe ſtill acknowledged the true 
Jalovad' for the prophets both true and falſe 
in his time propheſied in the name of Jehovah. 
1 Kings 13 v. 2. 18. 26. and when his ſon was 
ſick , he ſent his wite to the Prophet of Jeho- 
vah c. 14. The ſtory of the new 1dolairy , that 
Achab ſet up of the Badlim, shews alſo plainly 
that the old Worshippers of the.Calves , adhered 
to the true Jehovah : for Elijah ſtates the mat- 
ter, as if the Nation had been divided between 
Jehovah and Baal, 1 Kings ch. 18. v. 21. 39. And 
the whole ſtory of Jebu confirmes this, 2 Kings 
c. 9. V. 6. 12. 36. he was Anointed King in the 
name of Jehovah: and as ſoon as the Captains 
that were with him , knew this, they acknow- 
ledged him their King: he likewiſe ſpeaking of 
the FaQt of the Men of Samaria , cites the Au- 
thority of Jehovab, 2 Kings ch. 10. v. 1c. 16. 29. 
which $shewes that the people acknowledged 
it ſtill : and he called his Zeal againſt the Wor- 
Ship of Baal his Zeal for Jehovah , and yet both 
he and his party Worshipped the Calves. It is 
no leſs clear that Micah, who called his Tera- 
pbim his Gods, Judg. 18, v. 24. was a Worship- 
per of the true Jehovah, Judg. 17. v. 13. and 
there is little reaſon to doubt that this was 
the caſe of Gideons Ephod , and of the braſen Ser- 
pent. It were needleſs to go about the proving, 
that all theſe corrupt ways of Worship were 
Idolatrous : the Calf is expreſly called an Idol 
by St. Stephen , 7 Aﬀts. 41. and the thing is 
ſo plain, that itis denied by none that I know 
of ; ſo here we have a ſpecies of Idolatry plainly 
ſet forth in Scripture , in which the rue” God 
was Worshipped in an Image : and 1 fancy it 
is {ſcarce nece ary to Inform the Reader, that 
whereyer he finds LORD in Capitals in the 
English Bible, itis for Jehovah in « A Hebrew. 


XI. Itis very true that thegreat and preyai- 
ling 1dolazry of all the Eafi 


ew to be the Wor- 
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thatdivine. Influences were tied co fach 7 N 
it was very natural for them to: fancy, that a 
more ſoveraign degree of Influence was im 
the San, aidoy Conſequence-thathedeſeryed 
divine adoration much more than ther: 
little Teraphins. But it is alſo clear, that this Ado- 
ration, which they offered: to the Sun, was: not 
with relation to the matter of thatshining Body; 
but to the Divinity. which they believed was 
in it. This appears not only from the 
Greek Writers, Zenophon and Plutarch, but from 
the greateſt Antiquity that is now inthe World : 
the Bas veliefs that are in the ruins of the Tem. 
ple of Perſepolis , which are deſcribed with fo 
much coft and care, by that worthy and Lear- 
ned, Gentleman , Sr. John Chardin, and which 
the World expeds fo greedily from hun, He 
favoured me with a ſigat ofthem , andin theſe 
it appears , thatin their trtum hs, of which a 
whole ſeries remains entire , they carried not 
only the Fire, which was the Embleme of the 
y of the Sun, but after that the Embleme 
of the Divinity that it ſeems they thought was 
init under the repreſentation of a head 6wviro- 
ned with clouds, which is the moſt natural Em- 
bleme that we can fancy , of an intelligent 
and an Incomprehenſible. being. It 1s true, as 
Idolatry grows {till groſſer and groſler, the In- 
telligent Being was at laſt forgot, thoit ſeemas 
it was remembred 
the Greeks came to know it, and all their Wor- 
Ship was paid to the Sun , or to his Embleme 
the res 6 that eyen this Idolatryy , was ' moft 
probably the Worship of the true God at firſt 


under a viſible repreſentation. And that this 


was an effe& of the former Idolaryy, 1s confir- 
med from what is ſaid by Moſes, Deat. 4.14.to 
19. -where: he plainly intimates; the progreſs 
that 1dolatyy would have , if they once 'cartie 
to Worship\ graven or molten Images, or rake 
any ſort ot Ceilitude for the great God ;' this 
would carry thei, tolift up-theiv eyes 80 heaven, 
and Worship and ſerve the Hoſt of theys: 

XII. 'The-nextshape that Id took, was 
the Worshippiag ſome '{abordindate- ſpiritstheir 
Genii , Which were in effe&'Ugnygels/ or Departed 


men and women , and this filled/ botty Grezve and: 


Rome, and was the'prevdiling Tdolaryy when the 
New Teſtament was writ. But / that all "theſe 
nations; believed: {Ml '6tie” ſuprean' God , - and 
that they. conſidered: theſe juſt as the Ronien 
Church does riow Angttr-wid\ Saints (mitts 


mutandis)- has beet thade out. (6 HivineBy by: 
the 'learried -D- 'Stilling ces; "tat: one) would!” 
rather think -thath#- adi6fereliarged This-At- 


by their Philoſophers, ſince 


\, that-it wasthe gf 

ving Divine ſervice (| the word'is' Dulie?Y tothofe 

that by nature were n0t Gods, Gal: 4: 8: and: he 

throws off all Lords as well as all the Gods 6f 

the Heathen as Idols, and + em evng to theſe, 
i 


reduces the Worship of Chriftiafis to the objec 
of one God the Father, and-of one Lord: Jefas 
Chriſt '1 Cor, $.-v. 5. 6. Sothat'the Greek and Ro. 
man Idolatry being ftrietly that which is con. 
deraned in the New Teſtament, -of which we 
haye ſuch a Copious Evidence from their wri- 
tings, it isplain, thateyen Iateriour degrees of 
Worship, when offered up to creatures , tho 
Angels, is Idoldtry ; andtho the Heathensthought 
neither Jupiter nor Mereary the ſupream Deities; 
yet the Apoſtles did not for all that forbear to 
call then» Idols, 485. 14. 15: 

XIII. Our Author pretends to' bear a great 
reſpe& to Antiquity? and therefore I might in 
the next place, fend him to all that the Fathers 
have writ againſt the Greek and Roman 1dola- 
iy; in which he: will find that the Heathens 
had their Explainers , as well as the Church of 
Rome has. They denied they Worshipped their 
Images ; but faid, they made uſe of them only 
to raiſe up their minds by thoſe viſible obje&s: 
yet as S. Paul begun the charge againſt the 
Athenians of —_— AAF 17- 29. tor their Gods 
of gold and (itver, wood and ſtone, ſoit way ſtil kept" 
up and often repeated by the Fathers, tho' the 


Philoſophers might have throwt-it back'upon 


thenr, with all that Pomp of dreadful words, 
which our Author makes'ufe/of ; againſt thoſe 
that faſten the (ame charge upon the Church-of 
Rome. The ſame might be ſaid with relation to 
the Fathers, accufing them of Polytheiſm, in-wor- 
Slipping many Gods , and: of: Zdolatry int Wor-: 
Shipping.choſtthat hadibeew butmerrlikethem-. 
ſelves; Foritisplainy that at leaſt all thePhils- 
ſopher#and wite' men believed; thaerheſe were 
ohly deputed by the” gtear God, to\goyerwſome* 
Countrys and Cities + atid! that they were Me- 
diators and'Interceſſors' between God and Men. 
Butall this; thitt appedrsſofully in Celſus', Por- 
phevy'} and trixay'o tes not frinke the Fa-" 
thersgive overthe ch the: Dr: Stiflingf ehavgi- 
veaiſuch fall proofibf this ,/ thavnothing car he + 


made 


made plainer than the matter of Faft is, We 

bike the Godhead of Teſus Chriſt, 4thans- 
| Ee yp 013210, 4nd - 
 -4 a= y other Fathers, made uſe of the ſame 


| nt againſt the 4rriges , who worship- 
- him ; doe they 118 be excuſed from 
fin of 1dolatry , in-worshipping and Invoca- 
ting him , whom they believed to be only a 
Creature :- which shews, that it was the ſenſe of 
the Chriſtians of that Age, that all Atts of Dj- 
vine worship , andin particular, al! Prayers that 
were offered up to any thatfwas not truely and 
by natufe God ,and the Eternal God, were {o ma- 
ny Acts of 1delatry. So that upon the whole 
matter , it is clear , that the worshipping the true 
God wnder a Corporeal Repreſentation, and 
the worshipping or Invocating of Creatures, 
tho in an Inferiour degree, was taxed by the 
Apoſtles and by the Primitive Church as Idola- 
tous. When they accuſe themor thoſe Nias) 
tions of Divine worsbip , they did not conſider 
the ſoftning excuſes of more rehned men, fo 
much as the a&s that were done, which to be 
fure do always carry the ſtupid Vulgar to the 
rofleſt degrees of Idolatry : and thetefore every 
Fop a it is ſo ſeyerely torbid by God : ſince 
upon one ſtep madein the publick worship, the 
people are fure to make a great many more in 
their notions of things. Thereforeit we should 
accuſe the Church of Rome , for all the excefles 
of the paſt Ages, or of the more Ignorant Na- 
ions in the preſent Age, ſuch as Spain and Poy- 


txoat, eyen this might be in ſome degree well 
> Py bent ha publick and authoriſed 
offices and Prathiges of that Church , bas given the 
riſe to all thoſe Diſorders: and eyenin this, we 


zhould but Copy after the Fathers, who always 
repreſent the Pages Idolatry not as Cicero or Plu- 
tarch had done it , but according to the groſleſt 
notions and praftices of the V ulgar. | 
XIV. All that our Author ſays, concerning 
the Cherubizss , deſerves not an anſwer :. for what 
uſe ſoever might bemade of this, to excule the 
Lutherans , for the uſe of Images , without WOr- 
Shipping them (tho after all the — ſuch a 
thing upon a Divine Command , and t e doing 
it withouta Command, are two very different 
things,) yetit cannot belong to the worship of 
Images, fnce the Iſraelites payed no worship to 
the Cherubims. They pay'd indeeda Divine wore 
$hip to the Cloud of Glory, which was between 
them, and which is often in the Old Teſtament 
called God bimſelf, in all thoſe expreſſions , in 
which he is ſaid to dwell between the Cherubims. 
But this being a miraculous Symbole of the Di- 


(7 
ewiſe , that when the Controverſy aroſe 
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) 
Yige preſence, from which they had anſwers in 
all extraordinary caſes, it was God himſelf, 
withont any Image or Repreſentation, that was 
worshipped init. As we Chriſtians, pay our A- 
dorationsto the Humane Nature of Chriſt, by yer- 
tte of that more ſublime and ineffable indwel- 
ling of the Godhead in Him :. in which caſe it is 
God only that we worship, in the man Chrif. 
Evenas the reſpe@& that we pay to a man termi- 
natesin his wind, tho the outward expreſſions 
of .it go to thebody, to-which the ming iS uni- 
ted.So in'that unconceivable Union between the 
Divine and Humane Natures inChriſt , we adore 
the Godbead only,even when we worshipthe mar. 

XV: The General part of this Diſcourſe, being 
thus ſtated, the application of it to the Church of 
Rome, Will beno hard matter. I will not inſiſt 
much on the Article of Image Worship , becauſe it 
18not comprehended in the Teſt , tho our Au- 
thordwells longeſt on it, to let us ſee how care- 
fully, but to how little purpoſe he had read Dr. 
Spencers leatned Book. But if one conſiders the 
Ceremonies and Prayers with which Images, and 
particularly Croſſes, are to- be_ dedicate by the 
Roman Pontifical , and the fornial Adoration of 
the Croſs on Good Fryday, and the ſtrange yer- 
tues that are not' only believed to be in ſome 
Images by the rabble , but that are authoriſed not 
only by the Books of Devotion publickly allo- 
wed among them , but eyen by Papal Bulls and 
Indulgences , he will be forced to confeſs, that the 
old notions of the Teraphim areclearly revived 
among them. This could be made outin an in- 
finite Indu&tion of particulars, 'of which the 
Reader will find a large account inthelearned 
Dr. Brevint's Treatiſe , entitled, Saul and Samuel at 
Endor. But 1 come now to the two Branches 
mentioned in the Teſt. | 

XVI. One is the Sacrifice of the Maſs, in which 
if either our Senſes , thattell ns, itis now Bread 
«nd Wine, or the New Teſtament in which it is cal- 
led both Bread and the fruit of the Vine, eyen afe 
ter the Conſectation, or if the Opinion of the 
firſt ſeven Centuries, or it the true principles of 
Philoſophy , concurring altogether , are ſtrong e- 
nough , weare as certain as it is | — png for us to 
be of any thing; tharthey are ſtill according to 
our Authors own phraſe, a ſenceleſs piece of mat- 
ter. When therefore this has divine Adoration 
offered toit, when itis called, the good God, car- 
ried about in ſolemn Proceſlions, and receives 
as publick and as humble a Veneration, as could 


be offered up to the Deity it (elf, if it appeared 


viſibly : here the higheft degree of Divine wor- 
Ship 1s offered up to a Creature :. nor will ſuch 
W or- 


v 


(8) 


Body of Chriſt, ſavethe matter, if indegd it 1s 
not ſo. This may no doubt go a grear way to 
ſave themſelves, and to bring their ſin into the 
the claſs of the ſins of Ignorance : but what 
large 2-5. 40h ſoeyer we may have of the mer- 
cies of God to their perſons , we can have no In- 
dulgence for an Ac of Divine Adoration , which 
is direted to an Obje that we are either ſureis 
Bread, or we are ſure of nothing elſe. 

XVII. As for the ality. Adoration of the 
B. Virgin and the Saints, I shall offer only three 
Claſſes of Inſtances to prove it Idolatroxs. 1. In 
the Office of the Maſs on many ofthe Saints days, 
that Sacrifice, which is no other than the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, according to them, is offered up 


Wonwppen, belieying this to be nic the 


' to the honour of the Saints, and they pear to 


God, to accept of it thro the Saints Interceſtion, 
One would think, it were enough to offer up the 
Sacrifices of prayers and praiſes to them : but 
here is a Secrifice, which carries inthe plain words 
of it, the moſt abſurd 7dolatry that is poſlible ; 
which, is the offering up the Creator to the ho- 
nour of a Creature. 
2. In the Prayers and Hymns that are in 
their publick offices, there are Petitions offered 
up to the Saints, that in the plain ſenſe of the 
words import their pardoning our ſins , and 
changing our hearts. The muy prayer to the 
Virgin goes far this way : Tu nos ab hoſte protege, & 
hora mortis ſuſcipe : Do thou proteC&t us from our 
Enemy , and receive us in the hour of death, 
Another goes yet further : Culpas noſtras ablye , ut 
.perennis ſedem glorie, per te redempti, valeamus ſcan- 
dere: Wash thou. away our ſins, that ſo being 
redeemed by thee , we may aſcend up to the 
manſions of glory. That to the Angels 1s of the 
ſame nature , Noſtra diluant jam peccata preſtendo 
ſupernam Colt gloriam : May ey wash away our 
ſins, and grant us the heayenly glory. I $hall 
to this add two Addrefſesto two of our Englicb 
' Saints ; the firſt_is to St. Alban, Te nunc petrmus 
Patrone preco ſedule, qui es noſtra vera gloria , ſolve 
precum v0tis , ſervorum ſcelera; We implore thee, 
"our Patron, who art our trueGlory , do thou 
rake away the crimes of thy Servants, by thy 
prayers. And the other relates to Thomas Becket, 
'whom [I believe , our Author will not deny to 
have been asgreata Rebel, as either Coligny, or 
his FaCtion : and yet they pray thus to Chriſt, 
'Tu per Thome ſanguinem , quem pro te effudit , fac 
20s Chriſte ſcandere quo Thomas aſcendit. Do thou, 
O Chriſt, make us by. the bload of Thomas , which 
he shed for thee, to aſcend up whether he has aſ- 
cended: and the Hymn uponhim , is that Verſe 
o! rheeigith Ptalm , Thou baſt crowned him —_— 


Glory and Honour, and has ſet bim over all the works of 
thy hands. One would think, it were no bold 
thing to-pronounce all this, and innumerable 
more Inſtances, which might be brought to the 
ſame purpoſe, to begſdolatrous. If we are ſent by 
our Author to the ſenſes that may be put on 
theſe words, I $hall only fay with relation to 
that, that the Teſt condemns the Devotions ag 
they are uſed in the Roman Church ; (o this belongs 
to the plain ſenſe of the words , andif itis con. 
feſſed that theſe are Idolatrous, as aſctibing ta 
Creatures the right of pardoning ſin, and of ope« 
ning the go of Heaven, whichare main 
parts ofthe Divine glory , then the matter of the 
Teſt is juſtified. | 

A third ſort of Inſtance is in the prayer that 
comes after the Prieſt has pronounced the words 


- of Abſolution , Paſſio Domini .noftri Jeſu Chriſth, 


merita B. Marie Virginis, & omnium Sanflorum , e* 
quicquid boni feceris , vel mali ſuſtinueris , (int tibi in 
remiſſionem peccatorum , augmentum gratie , &* pre- 
mium vite eterne : May the Paſſion of our 
Lord Jeſus” Chriſt, the merits of the B. Virgin, 
and all the Saints, and all. the good thou haſt 
done , or the eyil that thou haſt ſuffered, be ta 
thee efteQual, forthe remiſſion of thy ſins, the 
encreaſe of grace , and the reward of Eternal 
life. .4bſolutzon in its true and unſophiſticated 
meaning , being the declaration add to a Pee 
nitent of the mercys of God in Chriſt, accordi 
to the Goſpel, I would gladly know, what milder 
Cenſure is due to the mixing the merits of the 
Virgin and the Saints, with the Paſſion of Chriſt, 
in order to the obtaining this Goſpel pardon,with 
all the effeQs ofit, than this ofour Teſt, thatitis 
Idolatrous. 


I bave now examined the two points, in 
which our Author thought fit to make an Apo» 
logy for the Church of Rome, without deſcen- 
ding to the particulars of his Pleg more minute- 


ri. have uſed him in this more gently than he 
eſerves : for as I examined his Reaſonings , 1 
found all along both fo much Ignorance, and 
ſuch groſs disingenuity , that I had ſome diffi- 
culty to reſtrain my ſelf, from flying out on 
many occaſions: but I reſolved to purſue theſe 
two points, with the gravity of file which the 
matter required , without entangling the dif- 
courſe, with ſuch unpleaſant digreflions , as the 
diſcoyery of his Errors might have led me to. 
And I thought it enough to free unwary Readers 
from the miſtakes into which his Book might 
lead them , without encreaſing the contempt 
DeNaOPng to the Writer, who has now enough 
upon him ; but I pray, God grant him Repens« 
tance and a better mind. 

N I 


